Does Popper's critique of Plato stand up against other interpretations? by Pokorný, Pavel
Abstract 
The main goal of this thesis is to answer following question: Does Popper's critique of Plato 
stand up against other interpretations? This question is answered by author that he clarifies 
Popper's assumptions, and then he compares it with Plato's primary texts as well as with 
secondary sources of other interpreters (Gadamer, Reale, Graeser, Patočka, and Strauss). To 
answer the main question the author proceeds with this method: In the first chapter he focuses 
on the context of Popper’s evaluation of Plato and clarifies the difference between terms of 
the open and closed society. He uses moments of Popper's life too. In the second chapter 
author clarifies Plato's political philosophy on the basis of analysis Leges a Respublica, which 
are texts that formulates the main ideas of Plato's philosophy and are the main source of 
Popper's criticism. In the third chapter author presents an explanation of Popper's criticism 
from the first volume of Open society and its enemies, while he mostly focuses on Popper's 
formulation of  “law of revolution”, which is based on assumption of validity of historicism in 
Plato's explanation of society development and an accusation of  Plato's racism. In the last 
chapter author analyzes Popper's critical statements formulated against Plato and confronts it 
with other interpretations of Plato's political thinking, especially of H.-G. Gadamer. A. 
Graeser, G. Reale, J. Patočka and L. Strauss. 
 
